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11. A Letter of Dr Wallis to Dr Tyfon, concern- 
ing Mens feeding on F leib, 

Oxford, Feb. 3. if& 
SIR, 

T Hough I have not had the opportunity of Ac- 
quaintance with you, I defire you will give me 
leave to fuggeft to you a Queftion or two in your Pro- 
felfion, relating to Comparative Anatomy, 

You may perhaps cenfure me, as an Interloper in 
your Faculty : But while I was (at Cambridge) but a 
young Student in Philofophy,I look'd upon the Media- 
ns pars Phyfica, as a piece of Natural Philofophy 5 and 
did accordingly apply my (elf to it, (though without 
any defign of pra&ifirtg the Pharmaceutic^) and to Ana- 
tomy in particular. And Dr Gtijffbn ("who was then our 
Publick Profeflbr of Phyfick, and under whom I kept, 
as they call it, a Phjfick AB) hath fince told me, that 
I was the Firfi of all his Sons, that did (in a publick 
Difputation ) maintain Dr Harvey's Circulation of tfie 
Blood, in the year 1641, (when it was but a New 
Doclrine J being then able to trace it through tfie 
Arteries and Veins of the whole Body, better than now 
I can, ( having fince forgotten much of the particularities 
thereof, upon my diverting to other Studies. J) Which 
I hope you will admit as an Excufe fortify Interloping. 

Now, I remember to have read ( about fifcy : years 
ago J in one of Gajfaidu/s Printed Epifiles, ( printed a*. 
raong feme previous peices of his, before the body of 
of his Works was publiftied, > a- fuggeftion of his, 
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which he fccHM to efjpqnfe? as his own opinion, ) as ii 

lie thought it not (originally) Natural for Man to feed 
on ¥lefo\ though by long ufage (at lcaft ever fince the 
Flood ) we have been accuftomed to it, and it is now 
familiar to us 5 but rather, on Plants, Roots, Fruits, 
Grain, &c. 

And I take it to be the Opinion of many Divines, 
that before the Flood, Men did not ufe to feed on Flefli, 
becaufe of whit we have in Gen. 9. 3. where God fays 
to Noah, ("after the Flood, ) Every moving thing that 
livelh, foal I be meat for you, even as the green Herb have I 
given you all things: Compared with-Ge^. 1. 29. where 
God fays to Adam, 1 have given you every Herb bearing 
Seed,and every Tree in the ivhich is the fruit of a Tree yield* 
ing feed, to you it foall be for Meat ; but without any 
intimation of his feeding on the Flefo of Animals, which 
feems to be an infin nation to that purpofe, and is com- 
nionlv taken fo to be. 

Yet, I confefs, I have fome doubt therein remaining, 
feeing that we find, very earl y 5 t hat : Abel was a Keeper of 
Sheep, as well as Cain a Tiller of the Ground, both Im- 
ployments feeming equally in order to their Food and 
Suftenance. And their firft Cloathings, were the Skins of 
Animals. It may perhaps be thought, that thefe Ani- 
mals were Slain for Sacrifice J and ths Sheep fed only for 
that purpofe, but even their Sacrifices feem to have been 
offered but as a Portion ( or Firfl>fmits ) of things ap- 
pointed forFood 5 and that zsCain was not toSacriiice the 
whole fruit oi his Tillage, Co neither was Abel, the whole 
produd oi his Sheep, but thebeft thereof (the Firftlings 
of hisFlocks,and the fat thereofjand refer ving the reft for 
his own ufe* And it cannot feem likely, that God would 
give to Noah after the flood, a greater Dominion over 
other Animals,than had been given to Adam, in Paradice 
before the fall* And I ihould then confider this permif- 
£on to Noah 7 not as contra-didinct from that to Adam, 
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(as of what is now permitted, which before were not j 
but rather as Introdu&ive of the Prohibition which pre- 
fently follows, to wit, Though he might eat Flefh, 
even as the green Herb, ( fo far as it might be whol* 

fome food : ) yet, not with the Blood thereof $ that is, 
not Raw flefh 5 not carnem crudum^ or carnem cum cruore* 
I add alfo, that the fame Rule is given to other Ani- 
mals, Gen. 1. 30. as is to man, at ver. 29. I have given 
them every green herb for meat : Yet there are, we know, 
many Carnivorous Animals, without any further Per- 
miffion that we know of. 

But ( without difputing it as a point in Divinity, 
Whether men, before the Flood, did or might feed on, 
Flefh, fnppofing it to be wholfome nourifhment 5 ) I 
(hall confider it ( with Gaffendus ) as a Queftion in Na- 
tural Philofophy, whether it be proper Food for Man. 

The confederation infifted upon by Gaffendm, is from 
the ftru&ure of the Teeth, (and, as I remember this only J 
that our Teeth are moftly either Incifores, or Molitores 5 
notfuch as (fin Carnivorous Animals) are proper to tear 
Flefo, except only 4,which are called Canini : As if Nature 
had rather furniflaed our Teeth, for Gating Herbs,R.oo.% 
&c. and for bruifing Grain, Nuts, and other hard Fruits, 
than for Tearing Flefh, as Carnivorous Animals do, with 
their Claws, and fharp Teeth* And, even when we feed 
on Flje(h,it is not without a preparative Coffion.by boiling, 
roafting, baking, &c. And, even fo, we forbid it to 
perfons in a Fever, or other like diftempers, as of too 
hard digeftion. And Children ( before their Palats are 
vitiated by cuftom) are more fond of Fruits than of 
Flefo-meat. And their breeding Worms is wont to be 
imputed to their too early. feeding on Fle/Jj. 

This ingenious Conjecture of Gajfcndvs, did prefent- 
ly fuggeft'to me another fpeculation, which feems not 
lefs considerable. 

There is in Swine, Sheep, Oxen, and, I think, in mo& 
.Quadrupeds that feed on Herbs or Plants, a long Colon, 
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with zCcecum at the upper end of it,or fomewhat equivo- 
lent/which conveys the Food, by a long and large pro- 
gress, from the Stomach downwards, in order to a flower 

paffage, and longer ftay in the Inteftines : But in Dogs, 
of feveral kinds, and I fuppofe, in Foxes, Wolves, and 
divers other Animals which are Carnivorous, fuch Co- 
lo?/ is wanting 5 and, inftead thereof, a more fiaort and 
il ender gut, and quicker paffage through the Inteftines. 

That which I would propole hereupon is, that you 
would pleafe to confider, as your lei fore and opportu- 
nity permit, whether it do generally hold, or how far 
forth, that Animals which are net Carnivorous, have 
fuch Colon, or fomewhat eqvivalent; and, that thofe 
which are Carnivorous have it not. For if lb, it feems 
to be a great Indication, that Nature, which may be 
reafonably prefunfd to adapt the Inteftines to the dif- 
ferent forts of aliments that are to pafs through them, 
doth accordingly inform us, to what Animals Flefti is 
proper aliment, and to what it is not; ant! that from' 
thence we may judge more folidly, than from the ftru- 
cture of the Teeth only, whether or no Flefti were de* 
iigned as proper food for Man. 

Now it is well known, that in Ma//, and, I prefume 5 
in the Ape, Monkey, Baboon, &c* fuch Colon is very 
remarkable 5 and the like in your ingenious and accurate 
diffedion of your Homo Sylveftrk> which may therefore 
be thence conje&ured, not to belong naturally to the 
Carnivorous Tribes, if that rule hold. Tis true, that 
the Ccecum in Man is very fmall, and feems to be of Ut- 
ile or no ufe: But in a F<etn$, it is in proportion much 
larger than in perfons ■ adult. And it's poilible, that 
our Cuftomary change of Dyet, as we grow up, from 
what originally would be more natural, may occafion 
its ftirinking into this contraded pofture. 

But I add this alfo, that Mans being indifd with 
Jteafott* cioth fiippJy fhe want of many things, which, 
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to other Animals may be needful. Man is not covered 
with fuch quantity of Hair or Feathers all over his Bo- 
dy, which to other Animals ferve for Cloaths - but 
can, by his tife of Reafon, fupply himfelf with Cloaths 
fui table to every Climate, and' different Seafons, • He is 
not furniihed with Claws, Hoofs, Horns, &c: which 
ferve for Arms to other Animals, but can, by the ufeof 
his Reafen, fupply himfelf himfelf with Weapons, and 
other loftruments for different cccafions, to much bet- 
ter advantage. And, in the prelent cafe, though raw 
Flejh be not groper, as 'tis to fome other Animals,, he 
can L;y- Preparative Cootions, smd other Expedients, 
render it more agreeable- Nor is he wholly deilitute of 
Denies Cam v/.^ but is indeed furniftied with all forts of 
Teeth, for all forts of wholefome Food. 

I take the Sheep, the Goat, the Swine, the Ox, the 
Horfe r the Afs, the Camel, the Elephant the Hart, the 
Hare, the Rabbet, theMoufe> &c. not to be carnivo- 
rous '5 but ; the* Dog, the Wolf,- the- Fox, the Cat, the 
Lion, the Leopard, the Tiger, &c> to benatu rally car- 
nivorous, which of all thefe have, or have not the O* 
lov 7 or what otherdiftinctive mark may be obferved be- 
tweeen thefe different Tribes of Animals y I think may 
defer ve a ferious fGOofideration. 

I fubrn.it the whole to your Enquiry, who have more 
opportunity, by your Experience and Converfation, to 
judge of it, than I can ipretend to have. 

There is another Point, which (if I have not already 
trefpafled too far) Iliad thoughts of propofing to you* 
about the ftru&are of the Ear. But I (hall omit that at 
prefent (that I be not at once too tedious) and beg your 
pardon for having trefpafled fo far. Refting 

TwrsW ferve yon^ 

John WMm 
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The Anfmr of Dr Tyfon to the foregoing Letter 
of Dr Waliis, concerning bAms feeding on 

Fkpx 

London, Jan, 16. 170?. 

S i jR 5 

Efore I return you my Anfwer to your obliging 
' Letter, I rauft beg Pardon that I have deferred it 
ib long-: And do affure you, it was not for want of a 
luft Refpeft and Efteem ( which all the Learned World 
delervedly have had for fo long a time of your great 
worth) that occafioned this Delay : But other affairs, 
which it were needlefs to trouble you with. I do now 
give you my hearty Thanks for the honour you have 
done me therein : And our whole Faculty is no lefs 
obliged to you, for your fo early defending fo momen- 
tous a Do&rine, as that of the Circulation of the Bloody 
which, for fome time afterwards was fo warmly oppo- 
ied, both by our own Countrymen and Foreigners, I 
doubt not, had you continued thefe Studies, the force of 
fo great a Genius would have made as great difcoveries 
as that you then defended 5 and fince have done in the 
Mathewaticks, whereby you would have demonftrated 
many important truths in our Faculty, which now are 
received only as meer con je&ures. 

The Argument you propofe, from the Conformation 
of the Inteftines, why Man fhould not be Carnivorous, 
Teems far more Rational than that wh'ch Gafendus 
urges, from the ftru&ure of the Teeth. Though it muft 
i?e owned, there is nothing he hath omitted, that could 
have been faid on that fubjeft, to favour it I (hall 
beg leave to give you my thoughts freely on this occa- 
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fiotii And, If In ray AnCwer fame things may feem 
**W»* f or not exactly adored to the qpftioo la 

hand 5 if otherwife they may not be uoufeful, I hope 
they will not be unacceptable to you. 

But, before I come more particularly to confideryour 
Hjpotkefs, give me leave to remark, That, had Man 
h^ea defign'd by Nature not to have been a Carnivorous 
Animal^ no -doubt there would have been bbferved, in 
fome part of the World, Men which did not at all feed 
upon Flv(h» But fioce no Hiftory (as £ know of) fuf- 
niOies us with fuch an inftance,. I cannot but think what 
hath been done univerfally by the whole Species, muft 
be Natural to them. What the Pjihagoreans did, in Ab- 
fuming from Flefi, was upon the notion of a •/*• t%^ x***h 
or Transmigration of Souls, a miftake in their Philofophy, 
and not a Law of Nature. And, though in fome Coun- 
tries Men feed more freely on Flefh, in others morefpa- 
ringly, this is owing to their own choice, from the 
Advantage they find thereby. Nature having giveii 
Mankmd I£e*/2w r he can, or ought to eledt what food 
he finds moft agreeable to him, in the Climate he lives 
in 5 and is not determined to any one fort, but has li- 
berty to all. And 'tis as probable, that the Ante-dilu- 
vial World had fo likewife. Wherefore I thai) wholly 
acquiefce in your determination of this point, and arft 
fully fatisfied with the Reafons you give for it* 

We fhall therefore now, as you direct, confider it as 
a Queftion in Natural Philofophy^ Whether from the 
Oblervation of the ftfu&ure of the Parts in Man, we 
can find reafon to think Nature did, or did not, affign 
him to be Carnivorous. For I am of Gajfendus his opi- 
nion, Licet ex conformation Pdrtium Corporis' Humani, 
conjeBuras defumere ad FunBiones mere Nxturales. For, 
all the Knowledge we have of the Vfes of the Parts in 
Animal Bodies, is by obferving Nature's w r cnlderful con- 
trivance in the formation of them 5 who moft" wifely 
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adapts them to the Vjh they are defigned for. Not be- 
cause they are cafually fa and fo formed, are tiiejMie*- 
cellar? ly put to fiich and fuch ofes : But therefore they 
are fo contrived, that they may perform fiich" Offices m 
the ©economy of Animal Bodies, as Nature intended 

them for. Longe proinde pee fat ilia Empedeclfc, Epicuri, 
aliorumque Opinio », fc\ Membra Animalium non ejfe faff a 
propter Ufum $ fed 9 Membm. ita cafu faB§$> & coalefcen* 
iibm, ipfornm njhm Accomodations Expcriextiafo varia ad* 
inventum, faith the fame Gajjendus. And there are fe- 
deral remarkable Inftances I have given in my lateTrea- 
tife of the Homo Sy foe (irk, that fufficiently confutes fuch 
Unphilofophical Atheijis. 

. I come therefore now more clcfely to our Bufinefs. 
Since you have fo fairly reprefented Gafendm his Opi- 
nion and Argument froratheftru&ureof the Teeth % why 
Man fhould not be defigned by Nature to be Carnivo- 
rous ^ and have likewife fufficiently, ! think, anfwered 
his Reafons 5 I (hall wholly pafs that over at prefent : 
And (hall only conOder the Obfervation you have made 
of the different Formation of ' the Interims in Carnivo- 
rous Animals, from thofe that are to be met.with in 
fuch as do not feed upon Flefli, but other food. And 
indeed this feems to me to be of far greater weigh*, :md 
to carry more ftrength in it, than any thing I have net 
with before. And all the Inftances you give at-;; very 
True 

We (hall therefore Mt of all obferve, That the 'JjhUhs 
Aliment alk (for fo I call the Gula, the Stomach, and In- 
Hefiines 5 all which make but one continued Can alk or 
DhShs ; ) This DhBw, 1 fay, is properly the true Cba- 
raUerifiick of an Animal, or Proprium quarto modo. For 
there is no Am mat bat hath inch a Du&us 3 2nd what- 
foe ver hath fuch a DaSim, . may properly enough be 
ranged under the Clajjis of Animals* Plants receive their 
Nourifhment by numerous Fibres of their Roots, but 
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have no Common Receptacle for the Digefting the 
Food received, or Vent for carrying off the Recrements : 
But in all, even the loweft degree of Animal Life, we 
may obferve a Stomach and Inteftines h even where we 
cannot perceive the leaft Formation of any Organ of the 
Senfesj unlefs that common one of Ta&ns 5 as in an 
Qyjier. Where alio we may obferve a fehfible Mnfbular 
Motion, or Contra&ion 5 though it would be difficult 
to affign what Part ftiGuld be reckoned the Brain, or 
Medulla Spinalis, from whence the Nerves a rife that 
give it fo ftrong a motion. 

Now this DuSfus being fo Principal a Part in an Ani- 
mal, and its Vfe being for the Receiving and Digefting 
the Food, and Deftri bating the Chjle 5 'tis reafonable to 
fuppofe, that, according to the difference of the Food* 
the ftrufture of the Organ ftiould be alfo Different 5 or, 
where the Organ was the fame, there the Vfe was the 
fame too, for the Receiving, Digefting and DeHributing 
the fame fort of Food* Man therefore having thefe 
Parts formed, not like Carnivorous Animals, as you 
well obferve 5 but more refembling thofe that live on 
Herbs, Roots, Fruits, &c. it may feem reafonable to 
conclude, that Nature never defigned him to live on 
Fleth 5 But, that the Wantonnefs of his Appetite, and 
a der- aved cuftome, had inured him to it. For, as 
Gajjendm remarks in the fame Epijile I have fo often 
quoted, ( vi%* Epifi* Jo. Bapt. Hilntont. opernm Tom, 6. 
t a g> *9- ) Cuftome may make that feem Natural to us, 
which Nature never intended. As he inftances in a 
Lamb that was bred on Ship-board, which reiufed the 
green Pafture of the Fields, for the Diet it was former- 
ly ufed to. And I have often feen here m London (and 
it being a thing fo unufbal, I take leave to mention it) 
a Horfe, that, with a great deal of pleafure, would eat 
Oyfiers, fcranching them, (hell and all, between his 
Teeth, and fwaliowing them $ And tlrs he took to by 
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accident, being left at a Tavern door, where flood a 
TubofOyfters: And fince hath frequently clone it, 
whenever they were offered him. Now Gaffendus oh- 
ferves, that Children ("from whom he thinks we may 
better take the hftinlh of Nature, than from our Ap- 
petites when depraved by Cnftome). are* much fonder of 
Frmt than oi any Flefi that is offered them 5. and there- 
fore he fuppofes it more Natural to rhem. 

The Infiance you give,wherein the ftru&ure of theJW- 
Jtines o {'Carnivorous Animals is different from that inMen, 
is, that the former want a Colony whereas in Men there 
is a very large one, which is not to be obferved but in 
fuch Animals as live upon fruits,- Roots, Herbs, dv. 
What therefore you propofe to me, is to confider, Whe- 
ther it does generally hold (or how far forth) that Animals 
that art not Carnivorous have fuch a Colon, Q or fomeivhat 
equivalent ) and thofe that are Carnivorous have it not* 

1 (hall begin with thofe Animals that are Carnivorous, 
and have no Colon, or large Cozcum. For though they 
may have the Appendicula Vermiformis (as fome Ana to- 
mifts call it) yet if that is not extended or filled with 
the faces,, which the other Guts contain, I think it not 
properly to be efteemed as a diftind Gut, or to come 
into that number, fince f here it does not perform the 
office of a Gut, in containing the Food or Excrement 
So, in a Man, in Dogs, and other Animals, when it is 
thus contracted, I exclude it out of the number of the 
Intefiines.thoimh by ufe and cuftome ("but I fee noreafon 
for it ) 'tis commonly reckoned one of the htejiina 
erajfa. 

Animals therefore that have no Colon, or large Cmcum, 
though fome of them have this Appendicula Vermiformis , 
and are Carnivorous, I reckon. 

1. . The D*g-/;*W $ under which, befide their own 
fpecies, may be included the Fox, the Wolf the Coati 
Mondi, the Badger, the Otter, &c. 
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2. The Vermln^kind 3 as the Weefel, the Fitchet, the 
Polecat, the Martin, &c. Both thefe kinds have a 
Bone in the Penis 3 have no Colon or Cmcum 3 - fom~ 
have the Appendicula Vermiformis 3 and all are Ow* 
vorous. 

g. The Cat-kind 3 to which may be reduced, befides 
their own Species, the L^«, the Tyger, the Leopard, the 
Lynx, the Catamountain, <&c. Tis true, the French 
Memoirs for the Hijiory of Animals, tells us, that a Z/j^/s 
lias a C0/0/2 18 inches long, and an Appendicula Fermi- 
for mis 3 inches 3 and that in a Lyonefs the Colon was two 
foot, and the Ccecum two inches long. Now I queftkm 
whether we may properly call this a Colon or no ; For 
tho the Gut about this place may be more extended than 
in others, yet not having thofe Ligaments whereby the 
Gut is Corrugated into Cells, as in a Humane Body, I 
think ftri&ly it does not defer ve that name. So in a 
Cat, the Inteftine, at the place of the Colon, is larger, 
bur, for the fame reafon, (hall not call it a Colon. And 
fhough a Cat has a fmall Proje&ion of the Gut, which 
may be called a Cecum, becaufe it contains fceces 3 yet, 
fince 'tis fb very Chore, we will not infift on it. 

4. A Boar hath no Colon or Cecum. 

5. A Mole, which feeds on Worms and Infers, has 
no Colon or Ccecum* 

In the next place we will confider thofe Animals that 
are not Carnivorous, but live upon Herbs, Fruits, Roots, 
&c. all which have a Colon, or Ca>cum, or both 3 For, 
as to your guery, I think it much the fame, whether 
they have either one of thefe only, or both 3 provided 
that the Capacity of the Gut there, be large and ex- 
tended, and do contain faces. I will ennumerate firfl: 
thofe Animals that have both a Colon and a Ccecum, or 
at lead a Colon. As 

1. The Horfe- l(ind 3 in which tiny be included the 
Afs, the Mule, &c. which have a large Colon and Ccecum. 
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2* The Elephant hath a great Colon and Cmcum. 
3.. The Dromedary and Camel f , a long Lolon* 

4. The Swine* kind, whofe Specks is numerous, have 
a large Gm/^ and G/0/?. 

5. The Gamy-pig, a Colon and Ccecum. 

6. The Cajior, or Beaver \ has a large cellulated Colon 
and CtBcnm. 

7. The Hare-kind, has a large &/<?# and Cmcum. The 
C^//^ in the &*£/*'/ is very long, and in the middle, a 
cochlear valve. 

8. The Ape and Monkey-kind] have a cellulated Colon, 
and fhort C&cum. 

Now there are feveral Animals that have a 
large Ctecum and no C0/0*, and thefe too are not carni- 
vorous, but live upon Grafs, Fruits, Roots, &c as 

1. The Neat- kind, as the Q„re, the BarharyCow, See, 

2. The Sheep»{wd, which is numerous, 

3. The Stag-kind^ to which may be referred, the £//<, 
the Rain-deer, the Stag 0/ Canada, 8cc* 

4. The Goat-kiftd. 

5. The GazeHa or Antelope* 

6. The Squirrel-k^nd. 

7. The Rat-kind. 

By all which Lifts, you may plainly perceive, what 
good grounds you have for forming your notion 5 fince 
there are fo many Animals that are carnivorous , that 
have no Colon or G?<?#«£ at all $ and, on the other 
hand, how vaft a number are tliere that are not carnivo- 
rous, that have either a Colon or Ccecum, or both, 

But -or-v'ithftanding all this, we may be miftaken in 
the Ccrxiujon we may be apt tQ draw from hence : 
and may as well argue, that becaufe the Neat-kind, the 
Stag-kivd? the Goat-kind, and the Sheep-kind, that live 
on Herbage have four Jlomachs, therefore thofe that 
have not four flomachs, were not defign'd by Nature to 
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be GrantixvooroHs. Now the Horje^kind, the H<ire~hJ>td, 

8cc. ivr'vc but. one'ftQmach, and yet tb- ; r Food i^ Graft, 
And the cs U J 'ifhefc the more re marine, becxi'e tho 
JtamacA-h^^n teore' * principally concerned in digest- 
ing the Fc- 1 ^ The Interims are for * (epara ting tiib 
Chyle and carrying off the Fences. Yet we obferve even 
in Animals, that live on the fame fort of Food, that 
their ftomachs am very different One would therefore 
be more apt to think, that for digefting the variety of 
Food, and what is of a different nature, that the Organ 
that is to perform it ihoold be different too- Yet we 
find that the jbmachs of Animals that live upon Flejh, 
of others that live upon Fruits, and others that live up- 
on Grafs, Sec to be much alike. 5 that 'twould be diffi- 
cult: to affign any difference between them. If therefore 
we cannot make a conclufion from the ftru&ure of the 
jiomach, what food is moft natural to an Animal, much 
lefs one would think from theColonov the Ccecum 5 thole 
parts of the DhU us Aliment alts that are remote from the 
ftomach ^ and being fo, feem rather as a Cloaca^ f(?r the 
reception df the Fmces, than otherwife, of any great 
concern in digefting the food, or diftributing the chyle. 

It would be infinite fhould I expatiate upon Natures 
great Variety, in. the formation of the ftru&ure of this 
Dh&hs Aliment alisiw different Animals 5 and even where 
v/c may obferve much the fame fort of food, yet we do 
not always find the fame ftru&ure, though her Intend- 
ment be the fame, in digefting the Food, diftributing 
the Chyle, and ejecting the Fences in all of them. But 
herein (lie (hews her great Wifdom, in attaining the 
(lime end, different ways. Had chance any concern 
herein, we fhould not obferve that conftant regularity 
in the Umefpecies, nor variety in different, where the 
aftrori is fo much the fame. But here perhaps you wiH 
fay, I begin to Interlope 5 I (hall therefore now draw 
toward a conclusion* Since 
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Since Man therefore hath all manner of Teeth, fit for 
preparation of all forts of Food, before it be convey 'd 
to the Stomach $ I (hould rather think, that Nature did 
intend he {hould live upon all^ or at leaft is Co Bound, 
ful as not to deny him any, or (tint him to one fort on- 
ly. So in like manner, fince the Organ here in Man, is 
fitly adapted for Digefting all forts of Food> I (hould 
rather incline to .conclude, that therefore Nature intend- 
ed all (ores for him;: Which God Almighty allures us he 
did, in the Text you have quoted, Gen. 9. v. 3. Every 
moving thing that liveth jhall be meat for you, even as the 
green Herb have I given you all things. 

But perhaps you may exped I (hould give you Tome 
Inftancesin Brutes, where it doth not hold, that all Car- 
nivorous Anmnls have no Colon or Ckcum, though, as 
to Man, the cafe may be. different., Now the Larigueya 
or Opoffkm (whole Anaiome i have given in Philofoph. 
Tranj. No- 230) had a long Colon., though not ceildated, 
and a large Cecum, that received all the Faeces as chey 
pafs down $. Yet t Us Animal feeds on Poultry and 
Birds, And I have, a Male Opopim now by. me, that 
feeds on nothing but Flefo. On the other hand, the 
Hedge- hog or urchin, that hath no Colon or Cecum, and 
therefore, by your rule, (hould be Carnivorous^ feeds on 
Roots* Fruits, Herbs, &c. and not on tlefi. Hogs 
likewife, that have both * .Colon and Cecum, will feed 
upon Fle(h greedily enough, when they can meet with 
it 5 though their ordinary Food be of another kind. 
And a Rat and Moufe, that have a large Cecum, but no 
Colon, feed upon Bactn, as well ss Bread and Cheefe. 
But, if what JElian tells us ( ffifi.de Animal, lib. 17. 
^.45. ) can be relied upon, you have an inftance in 
the Neat-fynd alfo. For he affiles us, Ayettm.roi.M £& 

So likewife in the fame Book, cap. 25. he mentions 
Horfes and Sheep that fed upon Fifh. But thefe ftories, 

fup- 
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fuppofe* he hath, taken up from the Indian Hlihrhms 3 
whcfe Credit I have fufficiently examined in my !)//- 

?0#r/e concerning the Pygmies of the Ancients ; and {hail- 
therefore lay no ftrefs upon them. Your Observation 
therefore as to Brutes, though it may hold for themoft 
part true, yet it is not Univerfal. And, as all other 
Rules, may have fome Exception. I am, Sir, with the 
greateft Refpeft, 

Tour weft Obedient Humble Servant, 

Edward Tyfon.. 



A fecond Letter of Dr WaJlis to Dr Tyion, on 
the fame fubjeSl* 

Oxford, Jan. 23. 1701. 
SIR, 

I Received ( fome days ago ) your Obliging Letter, 
(in Anfwer to mine about .*?**?*),(*, or Feeding on 
Fief!) 5 ) and Read it with great Content. I fhould (with 
more eaftieftnefs ) beg your pardon, for having given 
you the trouble of fo Elaborate and Judicious a Dif~ 
courfe , if 1 did not think I have ferved the Publiek 
therein 5 and that it may give as ample fatisfa&ion to 
the Learned World ( if you will permit it to be pub- 
liflied ) as it hath done to me. 

I am not iond of advancing a New Bj/potheJ/s, con- 
tra rv to the common fenfe of mankind. I did but fiis- 
geft, to your consideration, a matter of Fa& 5 without 
being Pofitive, what Conclufmi to infer from it And I 
fhould not have ventured fo far, if Gaffendus had not 
firft broke the Ice $ upon a Notion not much more con* 
fiderable than that of mine. Wherein yon have fur- 

niflied. 
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imbed me with a great number of Inftances , beyond 
thofe few I could fuggeft, or could expcft from any 
other hand. 

Upon the whole' matter., I think your (entiinents to 
be mix.!- die fame with mbe. I am inclined to think. 
Thtt ail Nations fas well before as fince the Delude") 
have tiled to feed on Flefi* Which is a ftrong Pre- 
fumption ( as you well obferve ) that to feed on Flefn 
(duly prepared) is not wholly Unnatural for Mankind* 
On the other hand 5 ! believe you tiiink (as I do) ihat 
Raw FleJJj is not a Natural Food for our Bodies* I do 
not know that any Nation have (of choice J ufed to 
feed on Raw Flejh 5 unlefs in cafes of Extremity or 
when they have not the Convenience of Preparing it 
by previous CoBion y or feme what equivalent* ( For I 
put a great difference between Raw Flejh (which is the 
common Food of what we "call Camivorom Animals y ) 
and Flefti duly prepared for our Food.) If any there be 
that (of choice) feed on Raw Blejh, I look upon it as a 
Cafe Anomalous 5 like that of the Lamb mentioned by 
Gaffendus 5 and the Horfe ("you mention ) that Eats Oy 
fters* I may add, the Rat eating Bacot^ for want of 
other Food, (which yet is not quite void of Co&ion ; ) 
and the Swine foraetimes eating Poultry. Which latter, 
I do not take to be purely Natural 5 but rather the cited 
of an Appetite Depraved by Cuftome 5 becaufe much of 
the Hag-wa/h we give to Swim, arifeth from the Ccfti- 
on of Flejh for our own uk $ which doth inure the 
Swine fa Voracious Animal) to the Tajie of Flefh 9 and 
makes it familiar to them. But Flefh, duly prepared fir 
our Food y I look upon as a thing very different from 
Raw Fief!) 9 and which may be proper Fooc^for Man 5 
if (and fo far asjit agrees with our HealtSt (which 
caution is to be obferved, as to other Food, as well as 
Flefh. ) And this I refer to the care of the Phyjician 
and the Apothecary, rather than the Cook and the Con- 

fe&ioner : 
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feUioner : For thefe do oft comply wiVi the Wan- 
tonmfs of the Palate, rather than the Health of the 

iLn « , you , „*, *» w , t ^ ^ 

for what U/e, the paflage of F/e/& through the DnBus 
Alimentalis, fhould (ordinarily) be more Stunk* and that 
of Herbs more SW ; f For that feerns to be the caufe, 
the Colon making the Way Longer, and the Paflage 
Slower ^ ) and, in what Degree it is fo. I fay Ordina- 
rily 5 becaufe, in cafe of Catharticks (or what is equiva- 
lent) the fpeed is quickened. 

And, again ; When as Nature feems to have (origi- 
nally) defigned, in Man, a large Cmcum, as in fome o- 
ther Animals, ( and which, if I miftake not, is, in the 
B&tw, larger, in proportion to the reft of the Inteftines, 
than in perfons Adult, ) How it comes to pafs that it is< 
now of little or no ufe h but (brinks up into an Appends 
cula Vertnijorms 5 Whether or no this may partly pro- 
ceed from our Feeding fo niuch on jF/e/&;; which will 
not admit fo great a Remora^ as a large Cwcum may oc~ 
cafion in other Animals. 

I conclude, with hearty Thanks for your great 
Pains 5 And am, 

S I R f Tour very humble Servant, 

John Wallis. 
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